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Abstract:	 	 Moral	 issues	 balance	 between	 the	 dogmatism	 of	 value	 constants	 and	 functional	
dynamism	 in	 the	 socio-cultural	 space.	 The	 purpose	 of	 the	 article	 is	 to	 highlight	 the	 priority	 of	 the	
paradigm	of	the	moral	component,	corresponding	to	a	pragmatic	approach	to	interpreting	morality	in	
modern	society.	The	blurring	of	 religion	or	philosophy's	dominant	 influence	 (while	preserving	 their	
positions)	 in	 moral	 and	 ethical	 issues	 demonstrates	 the	 flexibility	 of	 modern	 socio-cultural	
development.	Such	transformations	lead	to	the	reorientation	of	moral	issues	towards	a	functional	and	
institutional	vector.	The	research	methods	focus	on	the	interaction	between	general	scientific	analytical	
elements	and	philosophical	and	ideological	dimensions	of	synergy.	The	study	results	indicate	that	in	the	
last	 five	 years,	 publications	 on	 moral	 issues	 have	 shown	 a	 tendency	 to	 maintain	 parity	 and	
interchangeability	between	religious,	philosophical,	and	scientific	anthropological	concepts.	Morality	
retains	 a	 value	 load,	 guided	 by	 spiritual	 criteria	 (mainly	 religious).	 Moral	 principles	 accumulate	
functional	 dimensions	 (scientific	 and	philosophical).	 The	 scientific	 discourse	 states	 that	 the	 balance	
between	 the	 spiritual	 and	 functional	 aspects	 of	 moral	 concepts	 is	 maintained,	 indicating	 the	
synchronization	of	fundamentality	and	innovation	in	modern	society.	Cultural	and	historical	experience	
(religious	“dark	ages”	or	“immorality	of	science”)	shows	that	the	significant	dominance	of	one	aspect	of	
morality	has	negatively	impacted	civilizational	development.	The	scientific	novelty	implies	the	need	to	
develop	 a	 strategy	 for	 correlating	 the	 value	 and	 functional	 dimensions	 of	 morality	 to	 prevent	 an	
imbalance	of	the	moral	component.	Conclusions.	The	concepts	of	morality	in	religious	and	philosophical	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

	58	

©Copyright	2023	by	the	author(s)	This	work	is	licensed	under	a	Creative	Commons	Attribution	4.0	International	License.	

traditions	 have	 coexisted	 throughout	 human	 history,	 alternating	 the	 priority	 of	 value	 or	 functional	
characteristics.	The	concepts	of	morality	correspond	to	the	institutional	manifestations	of	the	spiritual	
life	of	man	and	society	while	universalizing	moral	guidance	in	a	holistic	paradigm.	

Keywords:	 religious	 moral	 values,	 socio-cultural	 concept	 of	 morality,	 naturalistic	 concept	 of	
morality,	philosophy,	ethics,	moral	standards.	

	

Introduction	

Morality	has	become	an	integral	part	of	the	civilisational	development	of	mankind,	as	it	has	shaped	
the	 value	 constants	 of	 the	 spiritual	 world.	 Under	 such	 circumstances,	 the	 question	 of	 the	 origin	 of	
morality	and	 its	 sources	 is	a	priority	 in	 the	worldview.	The	spiritual	basis	of	morality	did	not	allow	
scientific	theories	to	dominate	in	defining	the	essence	of	this	phenomenon.	Therefore,	the	concepts	of	
morality	are	formed	on	the	basis	of	three	fundamental	pillars	-	religion,	philosophy	and	science.		

It	 is	worth	noting	 that	each	of	 these	 traditions	 focuses	on	specific	dimensions	of	morality.	The	
philosophical	section	of	the	concept	of	morality	indicates	its	main	essential	elements:	

• existential,	which	positions	morality	 as	 a	 fundamental	 imperative	 that	 is	 the	basis	of	human	
existence	and	society;	

• socio-cultural,	which	aims	to	define	the	moral	and	ethical	norms	inherent	in	society;	
• anthropological,	which	defines	the	nature	and	characteristics	of	a	person's	moral	and	spiritual	

life;	
• ethical,	 which	 creates	 value	 constants	 that	 perform	 regulatory	 and	 normative	 functions	 in	

society.	

Research	Problem	

The	research	problem	is	focused	on	the	consideration	of	the	concepts	of	morality	in	the	context	of	
the	dynamics	of	civilisational	progress.	The	worldview	of	the	world	was	transformed	in	accordance	with	
the	challenges	of	time	and	formed	specific	moral	and	spiritual	principles.	The	concepts	of	morality	have	
actually	become	a	response	to	the	socio-cultural	demand	for	value	standards	of	the	spiritual	world.	At	
the	same	time,	a	change	in	the	conceptual	content	of	the	moral	cluster	always	indicates	the	turbulence	
of	civilisational	development	in	the	segment	of	moral	guidelines.	

Research	Focus	

The	study	focuses	on	the	importance	of	differentiating	between	the	concepts	of	moral	values	and	
moral	guidance	in	the	context	of	religious,	philosophical	and	scientific	traditions.	Moral	values	have	an	
external	existential	origin	and	are	given	to	a	person	or	society	as	an	imperative.	At	the	same	time,	moral	
guidelines	are	moral	standards	interpreted	by	society,	which	play	a	functional	role	and	can	be	formed	
from	 various	 sources	 (religious	 canons,	 scientific	 laws,	 philosophical	 ideas,	 etc.).	 Therefore,	 when	
analysing	 the	concepts	of	morality,	 it	 is	worth	noting	 the	diversity	of	 its	 functional	and	 institutional	
nature.	

Research	Aim	and	Research	Questions	

The	 purpose	 of	 this	 research	 is	 to	 analyse	 the	 concepts	 of	morality	 in	 the	 context	 of	modern	
philosophical,	religious	and	scientific	studies.	Given	the	dynamics	of	the	development	of	the	worldview,	
moral	 standards	 are	 changing	 in	 accordance	 with	 socio-cultural	 conditions.	 At	 the	 same	 time,	 the	
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essence	of	morality	remains	unchanged	and	is	interpreted	by	fundamental	civilisational	elements.	The	
purpose	of	the	article	is	to	highlight	the	changes	in	the	dominant	concept	of	morality	and	to	reconcile	
moral	concepts	in	the	paradigm	of	existence.	

The	key	research	question	is	focused	on	understanding	the	difference	between	the	practical	use	
of	 moral	 standards	 and	 the	 ideological	 and	 theoretical	 essence	 of	 morality	 as	 a	 civilisational	
phenomenon	of	the	spiritual	life	of	man	and	humanity.	In	the	scientific	works	analysed	in	the	course	of	
the	current	study,	three	main	concepts	of	morality	are	traced:	religious,	philosophical	and	scientific.	The	
author	proposes	to	reveal	the	format	of	positioning	of	each	of	these	concepts	in	the	worldview	paradigm.		

Literature	Review/Theoretical	Overview	

The	topic	of	morality	has	always	been	relevant	in	the	research	and	works	of	scientists,	religious	
scholars,	sages	and	artists.	In	the	contemporary	scientific	discourse,	there	are	enough	works	that	focus	
on	the	problem	of	morality	in	the	modern	socio-cultural	environment	and	are	mainly	institutional	and	
functional.	At	the	same	time,	the	current	study	focused	on	works	that	highlight	the	value	and	conceptual	
dimension	of	morality.	This	led	to	the	actual	grouping	of	the	works	of	moral	researchers	into	religious,	
scientific	and	philosophical	clusters.	At	the	same	time,	this	classification	is	conditional	and	has	a	purely	
thematic	character,	since	the	vast	majority	of	studies	point	to	a	synergistic	model	of	moral	concepts	in	
modern	science.	The	classical	understanding	of	morality	 in	religious	rather	than	scientific	 terms	is	a	
thing	 of	 the	 past.	 The	 current	 scientific	 discourse	 offers	 a	 synergy	 of	 religious,	 scientific	 and	
philosophical	principles	when	considering	the	problem	of	morality.		

It	 is	 important	 for	 a	holistic	 study	of	morality	 to	highlight	 the	moral	principles	 and	 standards	
characteristic	of	the	mid-twentieth	century	and	interpret	them	in	the	context	of	modern	socio-cultural	
conditions	(Wallace	&	Walker,	2021).		

Religious	works	determine	the	level	of	correlation	between	the	religious	essence	of	morality	and	
moral	standards	of	civilisational	development:	

• the	evolution	of	religion	and	morality,	which	synchronises	the	status	of	religion	and	morality	in	
the	context	of	socio-cultural	change;	

• the	inclusion	of	the	concept	of	“soul”	in	the	moral	discourse,	which	is	focused	on	religious	canons	
rather	than	scientific	justification	(Ciocan,	2019);	

• practical	comparisons	of	“moral	activity”	in	natural,	social	and	religious	spaces	(Okyere-Manu,	
Nkansah	Morgan	&	Nwosimiri,	2022);	

• formation	of	the	foundations	of	modern	philosophy	with	a	special	status	of	the	moral	and	ethical	
dimension	(Noichl,	2021).	

The	scientific	interpretation	of	morality	is	concentrated	in	the	context	of	naturalistic	and	cultural-
historical	concepts	in	various	interpretations:	

• the	politics	of	morality	and	the	politics	of	values	(Mourao	Permoser,	2019)	as	a	manifestation	of	
the	socio-cultural	content	of	morality;	

• understanding	 of	 the	 relevance	 of	 moral	 questions	 and	moral	 habits	 (Bleazby,	 2019)	 as	 an	
algorithm	of	social	behaviour;	

• the	concept	of	moral	 trauma	as	a	result	of	 influence	 from	social	 (anthropological)	activity	or	
cultural	and	historical	experience	(Molendijk	et	al.	2022);	

• the	concept	of	moral	relativism	in	a	dynamic	socio-cultural	space	(Plakias,	2019);	
• the	concept	of	moral	realism	in	the	socially	oriented	scientific	picture	of	the	world	(McCaffree,	

2019);	
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• implementation	of	“machine	morality”	(Tolmeijer	et	al.,	2021)	as	a	new	model	of	social	relations.	

A	separate	aspect	of	moral	discourse	is	formed	by	the	philosophical	paradigm,	which	actualises	
morality	as	an	element	of	ethics,	a	fundamental	dimension	of	social	order	and	spiritual	life.	Philosophical	
ethics	and	axiology	play	an	important	role	in	the	dichotomy	of	morality	and	immorality,	defining	the	
content	and	essence	of	these	characteristics	(Abrams,	Conrad	Jackson	&	Gray,	2021).	The	philosophical	
and	ethical	interpretation	of	the	moral	dimensions	of	positive	and	negative	character	is	more	acceptable	
than	the	traditional	cultural	one,	in	which	there	is	a	standard	and	a	corresponding	gradation	of	morality	
according	to	its	standards.	

It	is	worth	noting	that	similar	studies	have	already	been	carried	out	in	the	scientific	discourse.	In	
particular,	Ellemers	et	al.	(2019)	analysed	aspects	of	moral	psychology	in	a	much	wider	time	period	
(1940-2017).	 The	 rationalist	 model	 of	 moral	 reasoning	 was	 studied	 in	 the	 context	 of	 30	 years	 of	
scientific	works	by	Martí-Vilar,	Escrig-Espuig,	&	Merino-Soto	(2023). 

Saroglou	&	Craninx	 (2021)	 conducted	 a	 systematic	 review	of	 the	 literature	 that	 examined	 the	
elements	 of	 religious	moral	 righteousness:	 authority,	 loyalty,	 care,	 justice.	 The	 analysis	 of	 scientific	
research	 demonstrated	 the	 limited	 consideration	 of	 the	 concept	 of	 morality	 based	 on	 one	 of	 the	
existential	vectors.	A	moral	paradigm	based	on	one	fundamental	characteristic	(religious	or	scientific)	
is	doomed	to	failure	in	today's	dynamic	world.	

Research	Methodology		

General	Background	

The	 study	 of	 the	 concepts	 of	 morality	 is	 relevant	 for	 contemporary	 religious,	 scientific	 and	
philosophical	thinking	due	to	the	growing	need	to	apply	moral	standards	in	the	process	of	civilisational	
development.	At	the	same	time,	the	dominance	of	the	functional	cluster	of	morality	requires	 its	new	
interpretation	 in	 the	 world	 picture.	 It	 is	 clear	 that	 this	 transformation	 has	 caused	 a	 change	 in	
methodological	 approaches	 to	 the	 interpretation	of	 the	content	and	 form	of	morality	 in	 the	modern	
world.	Given	 that	 the	 study	analyses	 religious,	 scientific	 and	philosophical	 concepts	of	morality,	 the	
synergistic	 model	 has	 emerged	 as	 an	 effective	 methodological	 principle.	 The	 traditional	 dialectical	
format,	which	offered	a	dichotomous	opposition	between	the	religious	and	scientific	nature	of	morality,	
proved	 to	 be	 inappropriate	 in	 the	modern	 pragmatic	 world,	 which	 requires	 the	 involvement	 of	 all	
elements	that	can	be	useful	in	the	formation	of	moral	standards.	

The	specifics	of	the	methodological	support	of	the	article	correlates	with	the	needs	of	qualitative	
research	and	focuses	on	the	selection	of	the	necessary	methodological	tools	to	characterise	the	scientific	
literature	on	the	development	of	moral	concepts.	The	main	platform	for	collecting	literature	was	Google	
Scholar,	which	concentrated	the	works	of	researchers	on	the	problem	of	morality.	The	vast	majority	of	
works	are	indexed	in	the	leading	scientometric	databases	-	Scopus	and	Web	Of	Science,	which	defines	
the	current	study	as	an	attempt	to	summarise	existing	views	on	the	problem	of	morality	in	the	modern	
world.		

The	following	filters	were	used	in	the	selection	of	literature:	

• the	date	of	publication	of	the	works	is	2019-2023,	which	is	due	to	the	need	to	study	the	problem	
of	morality	in	the	context	of	modern	trends	in	socio-cultural	development;	

• The	number	of	papers	required	to	conduct	a	qualitative	study	was	50,	which	is	typical	for	this	
type	of	research;	

• keywords	-	moral	concepts	(religious,	scientific,	philosophical),	which	comprehensively	explore	
the	nature	and	essence	of	morality;	
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• no	regional	 restrictions	 for	a	 comprehensive	study	of	 the	modern	understanding	of	morality	
through	the	prism	of	various	cultural	and	ideological	positions.	

It	 is	 worth	 noting	 that	 the	 study	 did	 not	 include	 religious	 and	 canonical	 works	 that	 are	
predominantly	theological	rather	than	scientific.	Therefore,	it	is	noted	that	this	may	affect	the	results	
due	to	the	elimination	of	literature	with	religious	(non-scientific)	content.	At	the	same	time,	for	scientific	
discourse,	this	approach	is	justified	and	allows	for	a	more	accurate	definition	of	moral	standards	that	
are	relevant	in	the	socio-cultural	rather	than	cultural	and	historical	context.	

The	 methodological	 basis	 of	 the	 study	 is	 based	 on	 the	 analytical	 cluster	 (generalisation,	
comparison,	correlation),	which	identifies	trends	in	scientific	discourse	on	the	concepts	of	morality	in	
the	modern	worldview	paradigm.	A	separate	element	of	the	methodological	arsenal	of	the	study	is	the	
use	of	synergistic	principles	to	determine	the	format	of	interaction	between	the	concepts	of	morality	
and	 an	 attempt	 to	 universalise	moral	 standards,	 taking	 into	 account	 the	 fundamental	 principles	 of	
morality	and	the	specifics	of	religious,	scientific	and	philosophical	interpretation.	

Research	Results		

	 Cultural	and	historical	developments	are	characterised	by	 transformations	 in	 the	worldview,	
which	leads	to	changes	in	the	values	that	are	relevant	to	individuals	and	society.	Initially,	morality	as	a	
manifestation	of	 the	spiritual	 component	of	a	person	was	classified	as	a	cluster	of	mythological	and	
religious	interpretation.	The	Middle	Ages	formed	a	powerful	religious	concept	of	the	essence	of	morality,	
based	 on	 the	 synergy	 of	 the	 activity	 of	 a	 higher	 power	 (God)	 and	 human	 compliance	 with	 these	
established	standards.	Modern	times	offered	a	scientific	and	rationalist	justification	of	the	concept	of	
morality	 based	 on	 naturalistic	 and	 cultural-historical	 dimensions.	 Finally,	 philosophical	 traditions,	
starting	from	antiquity,	reduced	the	essence	of	morality	to	the	correlation	of	all	existing	moral	standards	
and	attempted	to	single	out	the	value-based	moral	constants	(ethical	issues)	as	a	priority.	

It	should	be	noted	that	the	stages	of	moral	revolutions	occurred	in	unison	with	the	change	in	the	
worldview	paradigm	of	civilisational	development	(Klenk	et	al.,	2022).	In	today's	world	of	flexibility	and	
relevance,	 it	 is	 difficult	 to	 imagine	 the	 possibility	 of	 a	 moral	 revolution.	 Rather,	 there	 will	 be	 a	
transformation	of	the	existing	conceptual	characteristics	of	morality	under	the	influence	of	significant	
socio-cultural	 factors	 (scientific	 inventions,	 individual	 charisma	of	 leaders,	 etc.).	 It	 is	 noted	 that	 the	
moral	paradigm	is	gradually	adapting	to	socio-cultural	threats	(Gary,	2022).	A	feature	of	such	adaptation	
is	 the	 universalisation	 of	 morality,	 which	 actualises	 the	 elements	 necessary	 in	 specific	 situations	
(religious,	scientific,	mental,	worldview).	

In	 certain	 cultural	 and	historical	 epochs,	 the	 issue	 of	morality	was	 clearly	 correlated	with	 the	
dominant	worldview.	In	particular,	in	the	Middle	Ages,	there	was	no	discrepancy	between	the	religious	
concept	of	morality	and	the	general	religious	worldview	paradigm.	It	is	clear	that	in	the	context	of	such	
coordination,	the	positioning	of	morality	was	unalterable	and	formed	clear	and	defined	standards.		

The	Modern	era	was	characterised	by	a	dichotomy	related	to	the	need	to	reconcile	the	religious	
concept	 of	 morality	 (which	 still	 retained	 a	 fairly	 powerful	 position	 in	 society)	 with	 the	 scientific	
interpretation	of	morality	-	the	naturalistic	and	socio-historical	concepts	(which	were	rapidly	gaining	
status	in	the	worldview	paradigm).	The	ideas	of	the	sociology	of	morality	(Shadnam,	Bykov	&	Prasad,	
2021),	which	systematised	the	standards	of	behaviour	and	the	specifics	of	human	spiritual	potential,	
have	developed	significantly.	

A	 separate	 milestone	 in	 the	 conceptual	 understanding	 of	 morality	 was	 the	 scientific	 and	
anthropological	boom,	which	is	characterised	by	a	naturalistic	interpretation	of	the	essence	of	morality.	
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At	that	time,	the	concept	of	morality	was	strongly	 influenced	by	anthropological,	(Ludwig	&	El-Hani,	
2020),	 biological,	 biotic	 (Koplin	 &	 Gyngell,	 2020),	 anatomical	 (Oliveira-Souza	 &	 Moll,	 2019),	 and	
psychological	 knowledge,	 which	 reduced	 morality	 to	 the	 mechanisms	 of	 human	 body	 functioning	
(Dasborough,	 Hannah	 &	 Zhu,	 2020).	 With	 the	 development	 of	 the	 humanitarian	 cluster	 of	
anthropological	knowledge,	philosophy,	cultural	studies	(Haslam	et	al.,	2021),	politics	(Rhee,	Schein	&	
Bastian,	 2019),	 geopolitics	 (Hickey	 &	 Robeyns,	 2020),	 ethics,	 economics	 (Capraro	 &	 Perc,	 2021),	
sociology,	and	law	(Kurjak	et	al.,	2023)	joined	this	scientific	pool.	

Kant's	desire	to	logically	comprehend	the	problems	of	morality	had	an	ambiguous	impact	on	moral	
and	ethical	 issues.	On	 the	one	hand,	 the	ordering	of	moral	principles	and	standards	allowed	 for	 the	
creation	of	a	harmonious	functional	system	of	morality	(which	was	actually	implemented	in	the	social	
tradition).	On	the	other	hand,	the	immensity	of	the	existential	essence	of	morality	left	room	for	doubts	
about	the	rationalist	justification	of	morality.	Rosen's	interpretation	of	The	Shadow	of	God	looms	over	
the	Kantian	harmony	of	morality	in	the	cultural	and	historical	dimension	(Rosen	et	al.,	2022).	

The	 twentieth	 and	 twenty-first	 centuries	 have	 become	 a	 unique	 period	 in	 the	 context	 of	
interpreting	morality.	 The	 already	mentioned	 religious	 and	 scientific	 concepts	 have	 been	 joined	 by	
philosophical	and	mental	understandings	of	morality.	Progressive	elements	were	added	to	traditional	
moral	 constants,	 such	 as	 the	moral	 concept	 of	 gratitude	 (Gulliford	&	Morgan,	 2021),	 the	moral	 and	
psychological	assessment	of	right	and	wrong	(Watkins,	2020),	and	responsibility	gaps	(Santoni	de	Sio	&	
Mecacci,	2021).	Such	innovative	impulses	were	in	fact	a	reaction	to	the	socio-cultural	pressure	exerted	
on	the	moral	paradigm.	

In	this	period,	it	is	difficult	to	determine	the	dominant	concept	because	of	the	dynamism	of	socio-
cultural	development,	which	leads	to	the	actualisation	of	all	dimensions	of	the	moral	cluster.	Dynamics	
generates	high	rates	of	intensity	of	the	use	of	moral	standards.	Under	such	conditions,	the	pragmatic	
approach	is	actualised,	thanks	to	which	morality	becomes	a	universal	phenomenon.	The	uniqueness	lies	
in	the	diversity	provided	by	the	synergy	of	religious,	scientific	and	philosophical	 ideas	that	 form	the	
integral	potential	of	moral	standards.		

Obviously,	scientific	discourse	has	become	an	arena	in	which	this	trend	towards	the	interaction	of	
fundamental	 concepts	 of	 morality	 is	 actively	 reflected.	 The	 study	 analysed	 50	 scientific	 papers	
(published	 in	 2019-2023)	 on	moral	 issues.	 The	 results	 demonstrate	 the	 dominance	 of	 a	 synergistic	
approach	to	the	issue	of	the	essence	of	morality	(Figure	1).	

Figure	1	

Correlation	of	fundamental	concepts	of	morality	in	modern	scientific	discourse	

	 	

	 According	to	the	results	of	the	analysis,	the	lion's	share	of	research	on	the	moral	cluster	of	social	
development	is	in	the	format	of	coordination	or	interaction	of	religious	and	scientific	concepts.	These	

Topics
Religious	4%

Scientific	16%

Philosophical	and
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results	 indicate	a	reorientation	of	moral	 issues	from	the	value	segment	to	the	functional	one.	This	 is	
understandable,	 since	 the	 development	 of	 modern	 civilisation	 is	 quite	 rapid	 and	 requires	 effective	
flexible	levers	of	a	normative	and	regulatory	nature.	Morality	is	one	of	the	fundamental	regulators	of	the	
social	order,	so	it	should	be	guided	by	practical	means.		

Other	statistics	obtained	during	the	analysis	of	scientific	papers	on	moral	issues	are	also	indicative.	
The	ratio	of	conceptual	and	functional	characteristics	of	morality	in	publications	over	the	past	5	years	
indicates	a	clear	dominance	of	the	practical	functionality	of	moral	standards	(Figure	2).	For	philosophy,	
this	result	is	obvious	because	of	the	intensity	of	the	use	of	moral	standards	in	the	modern	world.	At	the	
same	time,	such	realities	require	a	new	approach	to	interpreting	the	principles	of	morality	and	forming	
the	principles	of	spiritual	development	of	civilisation	on	their	basis.		

Figure	2	

The	balance	of	conceptual	and	functional	dimensions	of	morality	in		

	

	 An	important	task	of	the	modern	scientific	world	is	to	formulate	a	strategy	for	the	integrity	of	
moral	standards.	This	format	is	possible	under	two	conditions:	

• the	existence	of	 fundamental	 concepts	of	morality	on	 the	part	of	 religion	and	science	as	key	
dimensions	of	civilisational	development;	

• creating	 clear	 and	 relevant	moral	 standards	 that	 emphasise	 the	effective	 functionality	of	 the	
moral	paradigm.	

The	focus	of	scientific	activity	on	the	universalisation	and	integrity	of	the	moral	system	has	faced	
a	number	of	difficulties,	among	which	one	of	the	main	ones	has	been	the	socio-cultural	divergence	in	the	
issue	of	unification	of	moral	and	ethical	norms	and	principles	(Bentahila,	Fontaine	&	Pennequin,	2021).	

Contemporary	 interdisciplinary	 discourse	 attempts	 to	 reconcile	 the	 conceptual	 dimensions	 of	
morality.	In	this	context,	a	number	of	problems	arise	not	only	with	moral	elements,	but	also	with	the	
traditional	 dichotomy	 of	 religion	 with	 a	 spiritual	 dominance	 and	 science	 with	 a	 rationalistic	 basis.	
Morality,	similar	to	religion,	is	based	on	faith	and	forms	a	value	paradigm.	Morality	based	on	rationalistic	
principles	has	a	practical	and	functional	characteristic.		

It	 is	 important	 to	 note	 that	 in	 each	 cultural	 and	 historical	 epoch	 (or	 at	 a	 certain	 stage	 of	
civilisational	 development),	 the	 level	 of	 synchronisation	 of	 the	 value	 and	 functional	 components	 of	
morality	 is	 significantly	 different.	 The	 modern	 civilisational	 space	 is	 acquiring	 the	 features	 of	
sustainable	development,	and	as	a	result,	moral	concepts	are	mostly	in	a	state	of	synergy	or	at	least	do	
not	contradict	each	other.	The	reason	for	this	positioning	of	morality	in	our	time	is	the	flexibility	of	social	
development.	If	we	compare	the	conceptual	status	of	morality	in	the	current	picture	of	the	world	with	
past	cultural	and	ideological	paradigms	that	have	been	developing	sustainably,	we	can	see	a	change	in	

functional	characteristics	
of	morality 90%
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the	 role	 of	 the	moral	 component.	 Previous	 epochs	 determined	 the	 dominant	 element	 in	 the	moral	
paradigm	(religious,	rational,	anthropological),	which	acquired	a	non-alternative	status	as	a	result	of	the	
fundamental	nature	of	the	worldview.	

The	asynchronisation	of	the	synergy	of	moral	concepts	is	also	characteristic	of	periods	of	socio-
cultural	 turbulence	 that	occur	 at	 the	 turn	of	 cultural	 and	historical	 epochs	or	 in	 times	of	 social	 and	
historical	crises.	Under	such	conditions,	moral	standards	are	reoriented	to	function	in	a	critical	mode,	
so	 value	 dimensions	 often	 acquire	 contradictory	 characteristics	 in	 the	 context	 of	 the	 relationship	
between	the	spiritual	and	the	material,	the	rational	and	the	empirical,	etc.	

	Discussion	

Morality	 has	 traditionally	 retained	 the	 existential	 essence	 of	 its	 status	 in	 the	 world	 picture.	
However,	 the	 dynamics	 of	 the	 present	 have	 transformed	 these	 ideas	 about	 morality,	 giving	 it	 an	
increasingly	pragmatic	practical	role.	Morality	is	no	longer	positioned	as	something	that	has	an	external	
superhuman	essence	and	nature.	Nowadays,	 the	model	of	morality	as	an	element	of	human	 life	and	
society	with	clearly	defined	standards,	principles	and	rules	is	more	relevant.		

In	this	context,	the	key	contradiction	of	the	modern	world	can	be	traced	-	the	predominance	of	
functional	and	institutional	dimensions	over	the	conceptual	and	value	aspects	of	morality.	This	problem	
is	obvious,	and	its	overcoming	is	considered	in	the	context	of	various	scenarios.	A	key	aspect	of	such	
realities	is	the	definition	of	moral	concepts	that	become	drivers	of	moral	upgrading.		

These	 concepts	 are	 quite	 actively	 structured	 and	 studied	 in	 scientific	 discourse.	 They	 include	
existential	elements:	will,	faith,	consciousness,	and	reason.	It	is	also	possible	to	use	moral	standards	of	
a	practical	and	pragmatic	nature	-	legal	norms,	ethical	ideals,	value	constants.	

Freedom	and	will	are	existential	concepts	that	acquire	a	value	orientation	in	the	moral	context.	
The	results	of	the	study,	which	note	the	total	advantage	of	the	philosophical	and	synergistic	theme	of	
the	study	of	morality,	are	only	confirmed	by	the	variability	of	human	moral	behaviour	(Jin,	2023).	The	
goal	 of	 synergy	 is	 to	 form	a	new	moral	 identity	based	not	only	on	principles	but	 also	on	 functional	
characteristics	(Krettenauer,	2022).	

The	 current	 study	 identifies	 the	 functional	 dimensions	 of	morality	 that	 dominate	 the	modern	
worldview.	At	the	same	time,	previous	studies	have	focused	on	practical	examples	of	such	dominance.	
Astrachan,	 Binz	 Astrachan	 &	 Campopiano	 (2020)	 emphasise	 the	 fundamental	 change	 in	 ethical	
behaviour	in	society,	with	the	elimination	of	the	religious	component.	Family	and	individual	values	are	
orientated	(and	in	fact	subordinated)	to	pragmatic	needs.	The	concept	of	consumer	morality	somewhat	
levels	the	standard	of	morality	as	a	factor	in	the	idealisation	of	spiritual	life	(Yaprak	&	Prince,	2019).	

It	is	obvious	that	the	pragmatism	of	the	modern	world	dictates	the	formation	of	a	moral	paradigm	
based	on	efficiency.	Result-oriented	values	become	an	algorithm	 that	 leads	 to	 the	dominance	of	 the	
functional	 dimension	 of	 morality,	 as	 indicated	 in	 the	 research	 results.	 As	 a	 result,	 none	 of	 the	
fundamental	concepts	of	morality	is	able	to	meet	the	pragmatic	needs	of	the	modern	understanding	of	
morality.		

The	 controversial	 nature	 of	 the	 concepts	 of	morality	 in	 the	 context	 of	 religious,	 scientific	 and	
philosophical	 traditions	 is	 exacerbated	 by	 attempts	 to	 reduce	 the	 principles	 of	morality	 to	 a	 single	
denominator.	 This	 process	 is	 not	 new	 to	 scientific	 discourse	 and	 has	 already	 been	 implemented	 in	
various	 socio-cultural	 interpretations.	 At	 the	 same	 time,	morality	 is	 currently	 facing	 a	 very	 difficult	
problem	of	agreeing	on	its	universal	standards	and	principles.	
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The	findings	of	the	current	study	are	consistent	with	attempts	to	find	a	universal	tool	designed	to	
offset	the	imbalance	of	the	moral	paradigm	and	prevent	the	dominance	of	the	functional	dimension	over	
the	conceptual	one.	One	way	to	address	the	moral	imbalance	is	to	turn	to	educational	activity	(Begum	
et	al.,	2022).	The	educational	process	usually	correlates	theoretical	and	conceptual	and	practical	and	
functional	dimensions	quite	effectively	in	the	form	of	a	combination	of	knowledge,	skills	and	abilities.	
Therefore,	education	is	one	of	the	clusters	in	which	the	moral	issues	of	conceptual	differences	will	be	
reconciled.		

The	philosophy	of	education	is	a	factor	in	balancing	the	moral	and	ethical	activity	of	society	(Aziz,	
2023).	A	conceptual	understanding	of	moral	competence	is	being	formed	(Martin,	Mörch	&	Figoli,	2022)	
-	the	ability	of	a	person	and	society	to	manage	the	moral	and	ethical	space.	The	large-scale	nature	of	
education	makes	it	possible	to	build	a	strategy	for	global	public	perception	of	morality	on	this	platform.	
Education	 has	 been	 actively	 used	 to	 legitimise	 moral	 concepts	 before.	 Religious	 education	 or	 the	
enlightenment	 rationalist	 vector	 of	 the	 scientific	 and	 educational	 paradigm	 -	 all	 these	 formats	 have	
represented	the	moral	cluster	as	a	standard	of	the	spiritual	life	of	a	person	or	society.		

The	study	emphasises	that	the	current	moral	paradigm	is	permeated	with	imperfect	principles	for	
organising	individual,	social	and	global	development.	Such	guidelines	are	in	line	with	the	ideas	of	double	
standards	 that	 tear	 apart	moral	 values,	which	 leads	 to	 the	 devaluation	 of	morality	 in	 the	minds	 of	
individuals	and	in	the	public	consciousness.	Therefore,	the	need	for	new	conceptual	characteristics	and	
value	orientations	of	morality	is	only	growing.		

Another	cluster	in	which	the	universalisation	of	morality	is	attempted	is	the	legal	system	(Yılmaz	
&	Geylani,	2023).	The	legal	field	is	traditionally	positioned	as	a	relevant	space	for	moral	dimensions.	At	
the	same	time,	the	same	environment	often	becomes	an	arena	of	misunderstanding,	as	the	word	of	law	
and	the	word	of	morality	are	not	always	identical	in	life	activities.		

At	the	same	time,	the	results	of	the	study	contradict	the	idea	that	the	correlation	of	religious	and	
scientific	 interpretations	 of	 morality	 is	 inappropriate.	 In	 particular,	 Baron	 (2020),	 based	 on	 the	
democratic	guidelines	of	our	time,	notes	that	concepts	such	as	social	liberalism,	reflective	thinking,	and	
utilitarian	judgements	are	value	incompatible	with	religious	moral	constants.	

It	 is	 worth	 noting	 that	 a	 certain	 proportion	 of	 research	 on	 the	 conceptual	 understanding	 of	
morality	has	obvious	gaps	in	terms	of	evidence.	It	is	clear	that	in	religious	conceptions	of	morality,	where	
faith	is	the	basis,	such	gaps	are	understandable	and	are	compensated	for	by	the	appropriate	attitude	of	
individuals	and	society	to	moral	values.	However,	for	scientific	discourse,	this	situation	is	threatening	
in	terms	of	legitimising	moral	standards.	The	scientific	cluster	skilfully	disguises	such	problems	with	
declarative	tools,	such	as	integrity	ethics	(Alzola,	Hennig	&	Romar,	2020),	which	shifts	moral	problems	
directly	 to	 the	 individual	 (Ekman,	 2022).	 For	 philosophy,	 this	 format	 is	 more	 favourable,	 as	
anthropological	(and	even	anthropocentric)	moral	issues	have	a	better	chance	of	being	regulated	in	the	
global	civilisation	order.	

The	scientific	discourse	has	been	enriched	by	the	concept	of	moral	paradoxes	associated	with	the	
discrepancy	between	values	and	the	realities	of	life	(Trynyak	&	Yakymchuk,	2021).	Moral	harm	has	also	
emerged	 as	 a	 new	 thematic	 element	 for	 researchers	 of	moral	 concepts	 (Koenig	&	 Al	 Zaben,	 2021).	
Innovative	 terms	 and	 approaches	 play	 an	 ambiguous	 role	 in	 shaping	 the	 contemporary	 status	 of	
morality.	On	the	one	hand,	new	concepts	enrich	the	moral	paradigm;	on	the	other	hand,	they	also	cause	
new	controversies.		

All	these	concepts	are	gradually	being	integrated	into	the	general	paradigm	of	morality,	creating	
new	institutional	and	functional	dimensions.	It	is	worth	noting	that	the	expansion	of	the	scope	of	moral	
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potential	and	its	increasing	intensity	in	society	leads	to	a	revival	of	discussions	between	supporters	of	
traditional	 concepts	of	morality.	At	 the	 same	 time,	 representatives	of	 the	 synergistic	 strategy	of	 the	
moral	paradigm	development	receive	new	elements	for	the	development	of	moral	standards.	

Conclusions	and	Implications	

	 Thus,	 the	 concepts	 of	 morality,	 having	 passed	 the	 test	 of	 time	 and	 cultural	 and	 historical	
experience,	 have	 transformed	 from	 fundamental	 principles	 to	 flexible	 and	 universal	 approaches.	
Traditional	 religious,	 scientific	 and	 philosophical	 concepts	 have	 gradually	 been	 integrated	 into	 a	
common	moral	 paradigm	 that	 includes	 all	 dimensions	 of	 the	moral	 dimension.	 As	 a	 result,	modern	
scientific	 discourse	 has	 begun	 to	 actively	 highlight	 a	 synergistic	 moral	 paradigm	 in	 which	 various	
concepts	 form	 a	 common	model	 of	 moral	 standard.	 These	 realities	 are	 the	 result	 of	 socio-cultural	
conditions	 that	 have	 defined	 a	 new	 role	 for	 the	 moral	 cluster.	 The	 dynamism	 of	 civilisational	
development	has	led	to	flexibility	in	the	development	of	moral	concepts,	which	has	resulted	in	the	loss	
of	the	dominant	status	of	one	of	the	concepts	that	was	characteristic	of	previous	cultural	and	historical	
epochs.	Instead,	in	the	modern	worldview,	morality	acquires	a	more	practical	meaning,	actualising	its	
functional	 and	 institutional	 role	 in	 society.	Prospects	 for	 the	 study	are	 to	develop	a	 strategy	 for	 the	
future	format	of	positioning	morality	in	the	world	picture	while	preserving	conceptual	dimensions	and	
updating	its	functional	potential.	

Suggestions	for	future	research	

An	interdisciplinary	discourse	is	a	promising	area	of	research	into	the	concepts	of	morality,	their	
development	and	interconnection	 in	the	socio-cultural	system.	In	today's	world,	 the	format	of	moral	
progress	 (Sauer	 et	 al.,	 2021)	 is	 becoming	 more	 and	 more	 relevant	 -	 a	 continuous,	 large-scale	 and	
intensive	 transformation	 of	 moral	 principles	 and	 standards.	 In	 order	 to	 maintain	 this	 vector	 of	
expansion	and	enrichment	of	the	moral	paradigm,	socio-cultural	tools	are	needed	to	provide	morality	
with	conceptual,	institutional	and	functional	potential.	Instead,	an	interdisciplinary	approach	(West	&	
Schill,	 2022)	 allows	 for	 the	 interaction	 of	 cultural	 and	 historical	 experience	 and	 the	 realities	 of	 the	
present	to	be	intensified	in	the	development	of	an	effective	moral	paradigm.		

At	the	same	time,	the	present	presents	new	factors	that	influence	the	positioning	of	morality	as	a	
fundamental	 socio-cultural	 regulator.	 Technological	 breakthroughs	 are	 creating	 new	 formats	 and	
statuses	for	humans,	pointing	to	the	need	to	change	the	usual	moral	order	(McDermid	et	al.,	2021).	The	
concept	 of	 artificial	morality	 resonates	with	 the	 principles	 of	 artificial	 intelligence	 (Zoshak	 &	 Dew,	
2021).	At	 present,	 the	popularity	 and	demand	 for	 such	 a	 status	 in	 society	 is	 still	 quite	 low,	 but	 the	
example	of	the	progress	of	artificial	intelligence	makes	us	think	about	the	prospects	for	moral	concepts	
in	the	future.	

Similar	prospects	for	the	conceptual	transformation	of	the	concept	of	morality	are	identified	in	the	
potential	for	the	development	of	neuroscience	(Ienca,	2021).	Obviously,	new	discoveries	about	human	
consciousness	and	the	psyche	can	radically	change	the	idea	of	morality.	Today,	moral	and	ethical	norms	
only	state	the	existence	of	violations	or	pathologies	in	human	actions,	but	humanity	does	not	know	the	
mechanisms	for	preventing	such	manifestations	or	the	possibilities	of	suppressing	them	(Bietti,	2021).	
If	such	tools	become	available	to	science,	the	concepts	of	morality	will	be	enriched	with	new	elements	
that	will	qualitatively	change	the	moral	paradigm.	Neuroscience	is	already	setting	precedents	for	the	
moral	 inconsistency	of	 the	existing	principles	of	 freedom	and	will	 in	 the	social	order.	 It	 is	clear	 that	
scientific	discourse	should	respond	to	such	innovative	challenges	and	create	a	new	moral	paradigm.	

	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

	67	

©Copyright	2023	by	the	author(s)	This	work	is	licensed	under	a	Creative	Commons	Attribution	4.0	International	License.	

Acknowledgements	

None	

Conflict	of	Interest	

None	

Funding	

The	author	received	no	funding	for	this	research	

References		

Abrams,	 S.,	 Conrad	 Jackson,	 J.,	 &	 Gray,	 K.	 (2021).	 The	 new	 trinity	 of	 religious	moral	 character:	 the	
Cooperator,	 the	 Crusader,	 and	 the	 Complicit.	 Current	 Opinion	 in	 Psychology,	 40,	 99-105.	
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2020.09.001	

Alzola,	M.,	Hennig,	A.,	&	Romar,	E.	(2020).	Thematic	Symposium	Editorial:	Virtue	Ethics	Between	East	
and	West.	Journal	of	Business	Ethics,	165,	177-189.	https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-019-04317-
2	

Astrachan,	 J.	H.,	Binz	Astrachan,	C.,	 Campopiano,	G.	 (2020).	Values,	 Spirituality	 and	Religion:	 Family	
Business	and	the	Roots	of	Sustainable	Ethical	Behaviour.	Journal	of	Business	Ethics,	163,	637-645.	
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-019-04392-5	

Aziz,	M.	A.	 (2023).	The	Philosophical	Foundation	of	Western	Higher	Education:	A	Critical	Review	of	
Theory	 and	 Practice.	 International	 Journal	 of	 Educational	 Research	 Review,	 8(2),	 208-219.	
https://doi.org/10.24331/ijere.1238148	

Baron,	J.	(2020).	Religion,	cognitive	style,	and	rational	thinking.	Current	Opinion	in	Behavioural	Sciences,	
34,	64-68.	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2019.12.015	

Begum,	A.,	Liu,	J.,	Qayum,	H.,	&	Mamdouh,	A.	(2022).	Environmental	and	Moral	Education	for	Effective	
Environmentalism:	 An	 Ideological	 and	 Philosophical	 Approach.	 International	 Journal	 of	
Environmental	 Research	 and	 Public	 Health,	 19(23),	 15549.	
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph192315549	

Bentahila,	 L.,	 Fontaine,	 R.,	 &	 Pennequin,	 V.	 (2021).	 Universality	 and	 Cultural	 Diversity	 in	 Moral	
Reasoning	 and	 Judgement.	 Frontiers	 in	 Psychology,	 12,	 764360.	
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.764360	

Bietti,	 E.	 (2021).	 From	Ethics	Washing	 to	 Ethics	 Bashing:	 A	Moral	 Philosophy	View	 on	Tech	 Ethics.	
Journal	of	Social	Computing,	2(3),	266-283.	https://doi.org/10.23919/JSC.2021.0031	

Bleazby,	J.	(2019).	Fostering	moral	understanding,	moral	inquiry	&	moral	habits	through	philosophy	in	
schools:	 a	 Deweyian	 analysis	 of	 Australia's	 Ethical	 Understanding	 curriculum.	 Journal	 of	
Curriculum	Studies,	52(1),	84-100.	https://doi.org/10.1080/00220272.2019.1650116	

	Capraro,	V.,	&	Perc,	M.	 (2021).	Mathematical	 foundations	of	moral	 preferences.	Journal	 of	 the	Royal	
Society,	Interface,	18(175).	https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2020.0880	

Ciocan,	C.	T.	(2019).	The	Value	of	the	Soul	in	the	Religious	Views.	An	Overview	targeting	the	Salvation	of	
an	Individual.	Dialogo,	2,	233-244.	http://www.dx.doi.org/10.18638/dialogo.2020.6.2.21	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.24331/ijere.1238148
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.764360
https://doi.org/10.23919/JSC.2021.0031
http://www.dx.doi.org/10.18638/dialogo.2020.6.2.21


 

	68	

©Copyright	2023	by	the	author(s)	This	work	is	licensed	under	a	Creative	Commons	Attribution	4.0	International	License.	

Dasborough,	M.	T.,	Hannah,	S.	T.,	&	Zhu,	W.	(2020).	The	generation	and	function	of	moral	emotions	in	
teams:	 An	 integrative	 review.	 Journal	 of	 Applied	 Psychology,	 105(5),	 433-452.	
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000443	

Ekman,	I.	(2022).	Practising	the	ethics	of	person-centred	care	balancing	ethical	conviction	and	moral	
obligations.	Nursing	Philosophy,	23,	e12382.	https://doi.org/10.1111/nup.12382	

Ellemers,	N.,	 van	der	Toorn,	 J.,	Paunov,	Y.,	&	van	Leeuwen,	T.	 (2019).	The	Psychology	of	Morality:	A	
Review	and	Analysis	of	Empirical	Studies	Published	From	1940	Through	2017.	Personality	and	
Social	Psychology	Review,	23(4),	332-366.	https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868318811759	

Gary,	M.	E.	(2022).	From	care	ethics	to	pluralist	care	theory:	The	state	of	the	field.	Philosophy	Compass,	
17(4),	e12819.	https://doi.org/10.1111/phc3.12819	

Gulliford,	L.,	&	Morgan,	B.	(2021).	The	concept	of	gratitude	in	philosophy	and	psychology:	an	update.	
ZEMO,	4,	201-212.	https://doi.org/10.1007/s42048-021-00103-w	

Haslam,	N.,	Vylomova,	E.,	Zyphur,	M.,	&	Kashima,	Y.	 (2021).	The	cultural	dynamics	of	concept	creep.	
American	 Psychologist,	 76(6),	 1013-1026.	 Retrieved	 from:	 https://psycnet.apa.org/buy/2022-
13889-013	

Hickey,	 C.,	 &	 Robeyns,	 I.	 (2020).	 Planetary	 justice:	 What	 can	 we	 learn	 from	 ethics	 and	 political	
philosophy?	Earth	System	Governance,	6,	100045.	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esg.2020.100045	

Ienca,	 M.	 (2021).	 On	 Neurorights.	 Frontiers	 in	 Human	 Neuroscience,	 15,	 701258.	
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2021.701258	

Jin,	Y.	(2023).	The	Conflict	of	Free	Will	and	Moral	Responsibility.	Journal	of	Education,	Humanities	and	
Social	Sciences,	8,	1139-1145.	https://doi.org/10.54097/ehss.v8i.4440	

Klenk,	M.,	O'Neill,	E.,	Arora,	C.,	Blunden,	C.,	Eriksen,	C.,	Frank,	L.,	&	Hopster,	J.	(2022).	Recent	Work	on	
Moral	Revolutions.	Analysis,	82(2),	354-366.	https://doi.org/10.1093/analys/anac017.	

Koenig,	 H.	 G.,	 &	 Al	 Zaben,	 F.	 (2021).	 Moral	 Injury:	 An	 Increasingly	 Recognised	 and	 Widespread	
Syndrome.	Journal	of	Religion	and	Health,	60,	2989-3011.	https://doi.org/10.1007/s10943-021-
01328-0	

Koplin,	 J.	 J.,	&	Gyngell,	C.	(2020).	Emerging	moral	status	issues.	Monash	Bioethics	Review,	38,	95-104.	
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40592-020-00124-y	

Krettenauer,	T.	(2022).	When	moral	identity	undermines	moral	behaviour:	An	integrative	framework.	
Social	and	Personality	Psychology	Compass,	16(3),	e12655.	https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12655	

Kurjak,	A.,	Stanojević,	M.,	Barišić,	P.,	Ferhatović,	A.,	Gajović,	S.,	&	Hrabar,	D.	(2023).	Facts	and	doubts	on	
the	beginning	of	human	life	-	scientific,	legal,	philosophical	and	religious	controversies.	Journal	of	
Perinatal	Medicine,	51(1),	39-50.	https://doi.org/10.1515/jpm-2022-0337	

Ludwig,	D.,	&	El-Hani,	C.	N.	(2020).	Philosophy	of	Ethnobiology:	Understanding	Knowledge	Integration	
and	 Its	 Limitations.	 Journal	 of	 Ethnobiology,	 40(1),	 3-20.	 https://doi.org/10.2993/0278-0771-
40.1.3	

Martin,	D.,	Mörch,	C.	M.,	&	Figoli,	E.	(2022).	The	notion	of	moral	competence	in	the	scientific	literature:	
a	 critical	 review	 of	 a	 thin	 concept.	 Ethics	 &	 Behaviour,	 33(6),	 461-489.	
https://doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2022.2067163	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1088868318811759
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42048-021-00103-w
https://psycnet.apa.org/buy/2022-13889-013
https://psycnet.apa.org/buy/2022-13889-013
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2021.701258
https://doi.org/10.54097/ehss.v8i.4440
https://doi.org/10.1093/analys/anac017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10943-021-01328-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10943-021-01328-0
https://doi.org/10.1515/jpm-2022-0337
https://doi.org/10.1080/10508422.2022.2067163


 

	69	

©Copyright	2023	by	the	author(s)	This	work	is	licensed	under	a	Creative	Commons	Attribution	4.0	International	License.	

Martí-Vilar,	M.,	Escrig-Espuig,	J.	M.,	&	Merino-Soto,	C.	(2023).	A	systematic	review	of	moral	reasoning	
measures.	Current	Psychology,	42,	1284-1298.	https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-01519-8	

McCaffree,	K.	(2019).	Moral	Realism	in	Historical	Sociological	Theory.	Journal	of	Historical	Sociology,	32,	
124-141.	https://doi.org/10.1111/johs.12204	

McDermid,	J.	A.,	Jia,	Y.,	Porter,	Z.,	&	Habli,	I.	(2021).	Artificial	intelligence	explainability:	the	technical	and	
ethical	 dimensions.	 Philosophical	 Transactions	 A,	 37920200363.	
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2020.0363	

Molendijk,	 T.,	 Verkoren,	W.,	Drogendijk,	A.,	 Elands,	M.,	Kramer,	 E.	H.,	 Smit,	 A.,	&	Verweij,	D.	 (2022).	
Contextual	dimensions	of	moral	 injury:	An	 interdisciplinary	review.	Military	Psychology,	34(6),	
742-753.	https://doi.org/10.1080/08995605.2022.2035643	

Mourao	Permoser,	J.	(2019).	What	are	Morality	Policies?	The	Politics	of	Values	in	a	Post-Secular	World.	
Political	Studies	Review,	17(3),	310-325.	https://doi.org/10.1177/1478929918816538	

Noichl,	 M.	 (2021).	 Modelling	 the	 structure	 of	 recent	 philosophy.	 Synthese,	 198,	 5089-5100.	
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11229-019-02390-8	

Okyere-Manu,	 B.,	 Nkansah	 Morgan,	 S.,	 &	 Nwosimiri,	 O.	 (2022).	 Cultural,	 ethical,	 and	 religious	
perspectives	 on	 environment	 preservation.	 Best	 Practice	 &	 Research	 Clinical	 Obstetrics	 &	
Gynaecology,	85,	94-104.	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2022.09.004	

Oliveira-Souza,	R.,	&	Moll,	J.	(2019).	Moral	conduct	and	social	behaviour.	Handbook	of	Clinical	Neurology,	
163,	295-315.	https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-804281-6.00016-1	

Plakias,	A.	(2019).	Moral	relativism	and	moral	disagreement.	In	Kusch,	M.	(Ed.).	The	Routledge	Handbook	
of	Philosophy	of	Relativism	(1st	ed.).	Routledge.	https://doi.org/10.4324/9781351052306	

Rhee,	J.	J.,	Schein,	C.,	&	Bastian,	B.	(2019).	The	what,	how,	and	why	of	moralisation:	A	review	of	current	
definitions,	methods,	and	evidence	 in	moralisation	research.	Soc	Personal	Psychol	Compass,	13,	
e12511.	https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12511	

Rosen,	M.,	Bilgrami,	A.,	Unger,	R.	M.,	Smith,	A.	D.,	&	Dworkin,	R.	(2022).	The	Shadow	of	God.	Kant,	Hegel,	
and	 the	 Passage	 from	 Heaven	 to	 History.	 Harvard	 University	 Press.	
https://www.hup.harvard.edu/books/9780674276055	

Santoni	de	Sio,	F.,	&	Mecacci,	G.	(2021).	Four	Responsibility	Gaps	with	Artificial	Intelligence:	Why	they	
Matter	 and	 How	 to	 Address	 them.	 Philosophy	 &	 Technology,	 34,	 1057-1084.	
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13347-021-00450-x	

Saroglou,	 V.,	 &	 Craninx,	 M.	 (2021).	 Religious	moral	 righteousness	 over	 care:	 a	 review	 and	 a	meta-
analysis.	Current	Opinion	in	Psychology,	40,	79-85.	https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2020.09.002	

Sauer,	H.,	Blunden,	C.,	Eriksen,	C.,	&	Rehren,	P.	(2021).	Moral	progress:	Recent	developments.	Philosophy	
Compass,	e12769.	https://doi.org/10.1111/phc3.12769	

Shadnam,	M.,	Bykov,	A.,	&	Prasad,	A.	(2021).	Opening	Constructive	Dialogues	Between	Business	Ethics	
Research	 and	 the	 Sociology	 of	 Morality:	 Introduction	 to	 the	 Thematic	 Symposium.	 Journal	 of	
Business	Ethics,	170,	201-211.	https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-020-04638-7	

Tolmeijer,	S.,	Kneer,	M.,	Sarasua,	C.,	Christen,	M.,	&	Bernstein,	A.	(2021).	Implementations	in	Machine	
Ethics:	A	Survey.	ACM	Computing	Surveys,	53(6).	https://doi.org/10.1145/3419633	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1111/johs.12204
https://doi.org/10.1177/1478929918816538
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpobgyn.2022.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/spc3.12511
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13347-021-00450-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/phc3.12769
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-020-04638-7


 

	70	

©Copyright	2023	by	the	author(s)	This	work	is	licensed	under	a	Creative	Commons	Attribution	4.0	International	License.	

Trynyak,	M.,	 &	 Yakymchuk,	 O.	 (2021).	Moral	 Paradoxes	 of	 Emerging	 Technologies	 in	 the	 Education	
Sector.	Philosophy	and	Cosmology,	27,	163-173.		https://doi.org/10.29202/phil-cosm/27/13	

Wallace,	 G.,	 &	 Walker,	 A.	 D.	 M.	 (Eds.).	 (2020).	 The	 definition	 of	 morality.	 Routledge.	
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003051961	

Watkins,	 H.	 M.	 (2020).	 The	 Morality	 of	 War:	 A	 Review	 and	 Research	 Agenda.	 Perspectives	 on	
Psychological	Science,	15(2),	231-249.	https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691619885872	

West,	 S.,	&	 Schill,	 C.	 (2022).	Negotiating	 the	 ethical-political	 dimensions	of	 research	methods:	 a	 key	
competency	 in	 mixed	 methods,	 inter-	 and	 transdisciplinary,	 and	 co-production	 research.	
Humanities	and	social	sciences	communications,	9.	https://doi.org/10.1057/s41599-022-01297-z	

Yaprak,	 A.,	 &	 Prince,	 M.	 (2019).	 Consumer	 morality	 and	 moral	 consumption	 behaviour:	 literature	
domains,	current	contributions,	and	 future	research	questions.	 Journal	of	Consumer	Marketing,	
36(3),	349-355.	https://doi.org/10.1108/JCM-12-2018-2999	

Yılmaz,	A.,	&	Geylani,	D.	 (2023).	The	Relationship	Among	the	Rule	of	Law,	Morality,	and	the	Modern	
State.	İnsan	Ve	Toplum,	13(1),	281-306.	https://doi.org/10.12658/M0684	

Zoshak,	J.,	&	Dew,	K.	(2021).	Beyond	Kant	and	Bentham:	How	Ethical	Theories	are	being	used	in	Artificial	
Moral	Agents.	CHI	Conference	on	Human	Factors	in	Computing	Systems:	Association	for	Computing	
Machinery,	590,	1-15.	https://doi.org/10.1145/3411764.3445102	

	
	

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003051961
https://doi.org/10.1177/1745691619885872

